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REGULAR MEETING 
BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Thursday Evening, November 12, 1959, 8:00 P.M. 
| 123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York 
i 


(Note change to Thursday from Wednesday 
because of Veteran's Day holiday) 


PROGRAM OF MEETING 


Our fellow member, Honorable Emanuel Celler will address the 
meeting. His topic: 


THE IMPACT OF THE ANTI-TRUST LAWS 
ON THE WORLD OF SPORTS 


* * * 


Mr. Louis F. Carroll, of Willkie, Farr, Gallagher, Walton & Fitz- 
Gibbon, attorneys for Mr. Ford Frick, Commissioner of Baseball, will 
present the position of organized baseball. 


* * * 


Hon. Louis Lorence, Chairman of the Committee on Juvenile Delin- 
quency will report for the Committee. 


Refreshments after the meeting. 


The newer members are cordially urged to attend and be introduced 
to the other members of the Association. 
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COMING EVENTS 


MEETING OF THE SURROGATE’S SECTION 
Tuesday, November 24, 1959, 8:00 P.M. 


Gladys M. Dorman, Chairman of the Surrogate’s Section, has 
announced that this meeting will be devoted to a review of important 
decisions affecting decedent estate law. Seth Rubinstein will review those 
cases which have been reported in the advance sheets to November 15, 1959 
and Benjamin R. Raphael will review law journal decisions to the same 


date. 


* * * 


ANNUAL DINNER 
December 3rd, 1959—Hotel St. George 


Mr. Chester A. Allen announces that this, the Seventy-first Annual 
Dinner, will honor our fellow member Hon. Albert Conway, who retires 
as Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals at the end of this year. 


The other members of the Court of Appeals bench and Mayor 
Robert F. Wagner will be among the guests of the Association. 


BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Founpep 1872—INcorPorRATED 1889 


The Brooklyn Barrister, the official publication of the Brooklyn Bar 
Association, is issued eight times each year, October through May, for the 
—_. of "furnishing information to its members of the activities of the 

Ssociation. 


Articles appearing in the Barrister should be considered as the views 
of the respective authors and do not necessarily carry the endorsement 


of the Association. 
Editorial Board 


Louts E. Scuwartz, Chief Editor 
Grapys M. Dorman STANLEY KREUTZER 
MAxINE DUBERSTEIN THEODORE PEARLE 
K. Frepericx Gross Arrep J. RANIERI 
Aucust Zo.ororore, Advertising Manager 


The Brooklyn Barrister is published monthly, October through May 
by the Brooklyn Bar Association. Subscription price is $1.50 per year. 
Place of publication ts: Brooklyn Bar Association, 123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York. Second-class postage paid at Brooklyn, New York. 
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The 


President's 


Page 


-by LYNN G. GOODNOUGH 





THE JUDICIAL INQUIRY 
“God's mill grinds slow, but sure.”—Grorce HERBERT 


In January, 1957, upon petition of the Brooklyn Bar Association, 
the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court, this Department, ordered 
the convening of an Additional Term of the Supreme Court to conduct a 
Judicial Inquiry primarily into the conduct and practices of lawyers 
handling negligence actions on a contingent fee basis. Justice George A. 
Arkwright presided over the Judicial Inquiry from its inception until his 
retirement at age 70 from the Supreme Court at the end of last year, 
and the investigation has continued under the direction of Justice Edward 
G. Baker. Denis M. Hurley, recommended by the Brooklyn Bar As- 
sociation, was designated by the Appellate Division as Chief Counsel and 
has served in that capacity throughout the investigation. 


The Appellate Division, in order to protect innocent persons, has 
properly established a rule of secrecy over the proceedings generally. 
Nevertheless, enough information has come to light to reveal unbelievably 
shocking cases of professional misconduct on the part of some attorneys 
and also cooperating doctors as well as automobile repair men, insurance 
adjusters and others. 


There have been newspaper reports and a welter of rumors to the 
effect that the Judicial Inquiry will be substantially quashed by the end 
of this year. Although without official authority for this statement, I am 
firmly of the opinion that the Judicial Inquiry will be continued by the 
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Appellate Division at least until such time as all cases commenced have 
been processed to completion. That is a goodly number. 


It may be necessary for the Appellate Division to curtail the present 
size of the staff of the Judicial Inquiry because of its heavy expense to 
the City, but certainly we need have no fear that the large number of 
investigations which have been developed will be left unresolved and in- 
complete. It may be an unpopular suggestion, but perhaps the staff of 
the Judicial Inquiry can do a little personal and general cost-cutting since 
they are performing a necessary public service. Actually the investigative 
office of the Judicial Inquiry presently is part of the legal machinery for 
the administration of justice much the same as the District Attorney’s 
office although with different powers. Both must be paid for. 


Few people realize the difficult task which the Judicial Inquiry has 
had in pursuing its objectives. It is apparent that there were few willing 
and cooperative witnesses on the part of attorneys. Upward of forty of 
our fellow lawyers have pleaded their constitutional rights in refusing to 
answer questions pertinent to their professional operations on the ground 
that to do so might tend to incriminate them. Whether an attorney has 
such a right or whether he should be required to answer questions relevant 
to his professional conduct, is now sub judice and we shall know the 
answer to that question in due time. But when an attorney does plead 
his constitutional rights, it means that all evidence in his case must be 
obtained from other sources. This is a most difficult undertaking, but 
one which the Judicial Inquiry has faced and met. 


Believe it or not, I understand that the forty lawyers above referred 
to have been retained in over 10,000 negligence cases within a period of 
four years. It is an understatement to note that this situation requires 
further inquiry. Pertinently, the World-Telegram publishes figures show- 
ing that Brooklyn automobile owners pay the highest liability insurance 
rates in city, state and nation. 


The propriety of the proposed legislation to authorize a court or a 
referee in a judicial inquiry or disciplinary proceeding to grant immunity 
from prosecution to obtain an attorney’s testimony under oath, seems 
wholly incontrovertible. Such a right is granted with respect to judges 
in removal proceedings, and in many proceedings affecting others than 
lawyers. 


I do know that a complete report of the work of the Judicial Inquiry 
will be prepared about the close of this calendar year, at which time we 
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may expect an official announcement from the Appellate Division as to its 
future plans for the Judicial Inquiry. Certainly this Association knows 
that a thorough and conscientious job is being done by those in charge of 
the Judicial Inquiry in the face of almost insurmountable obstacles. 
Naturally our Association will be prepared to cooperate fully with the 
Appellate Division in any plans for the future. 

The special Committee of the Association to provide continuing 
Judicial Inquiry with respect to contingent retainers, comprised of Rev. 
Joseph T. Tinnelly, Chairman, Mortimer Brenner, Orrin Judd, J. 
Courtney McGroarty and Charles Wilson, has been working diligently and 
will have a report in the near future. 

It must be borne in mind at all times that only a very small segment 
of the thousands of lawyers in Brooklyn is involved in any way in the 
Judicial Inquiry, and that no suspicion or hint of wrongdoing can be 
justly directed against the bar at large. 


BROOKLYA’S YY G 1 
“DIME 


SAVINGS BANK OF BROOKLYN 


DOWNTOWN. .scccccsssses ... Fulton Street and DeKalb Ave. 
BENSONHURSt............... 86th Street and 19th Avenue 
FLATBUSH.................++.+.. Ave. J and Coney Island Ave. 
CONEY ISLAND............. Mermaid Ave. and W. 17th St, 


Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 








BROOKLYN BARRISTER 37 








Proposed Immunity Legislation 
Affecting Lawyers 


The Judicial Inquiry of the Supreme Court, Kings County, com- 
menced in 1957, is a preliminary fact-finding investigation, ordered by 
the Appellate Division, Second Judicial Department, into alleged profes- 
sional misconduct of attorneys (Judiciary Law, Section 90). The order 
was based upon a petition of the Brooklyn Bar Association. The investiga- 
tion has been directed almost exclusively to abuses in contingent-fee negli- 
gence cases. Witnesses are examined before a Justice of the Supreme 
Court at an Additional Special Term of the Supreme Court, Kings 
County. The Justice presiding does not have the power to grant im- 
munity to those witnesses. 


Upwards of ninety (90) witnesses, to date, have refused to testify 
in this Inquiry pleading, as the ground for their refusal, the constitutional 
privilege against self-incrimination. Included among these witnesses 
are approximately forty (40) lawyers who, over a period of four (4) 
years (1955-1958), have been retained in upwards of 10,000 negligence 
cases. 

These attorneys know the facts first-hand. Therefore, the simplest 
and most expeditious way for the Appellate Division or its arm, the 
Judicial Inquiry, to ascertain the facts is through the testimony of these 
attorneys. But they have refused to talk. Thus, the facts as to how they 
got these many thousand cases, how they prosecuted them, and how they 
treated their clients, cannot be obtained from the lips of these lawyers. 


Witnesses in the Judicial Inquiry who have invoked the privilege 
have been sustained in their plea. The result, however, has been the 
expenditure of much additional time, effort and money by the Judicial 
Inquiry in seeking facts from independent sources other than those wit- 
nesses. 

It is in the public interest to ascertain promptly the facts with regard 
to the alleged abuses being investigated. It is also in the public interest 
that abuses at the negligence Bar be eliminated with the least possible 
effort and expense. This must be done according to law. It is with 
these interests in mind that this immunity legislation is sought. 


Immunity legislation is not new to the statutory scheme of New York 
State. There are at least forty-nine (49) statutes and three (3) con- 
stitutional provisions allowing for the granting of immunity by various 
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authorities of our State government. For ready reference, a list of these 
agencies, designated as “competent authorities” in the law, is appended. 
For example, in the non-judicial area, the power to grant immunity is 
vested in such State agencies as the Superintendent of Public Works, 
the Commissioner of Conservation, and the Superintendent of Insurance. 
Certainly, a Supreme Court Justice should have the same power while 
investigating alleged misconduct at the Bar. Is a Supreme Court Justice 
not to be deemed such a “competent authority” ? 


Attention is called to the fact that the Court on the Judiciary, in re- 
moval proceedings against a judicial officer, has the power “to grant 
immunity from prosecution or punishment when the court deems it neces- 
sary and proper in order to compel the giving of testimony under oath 
and the production of books, papers, documents and records, * * *” (New 
York State Constitution, Article 6, § 9-a [6] [d]). 


If the court that investigates and tries judicial officers may grant a 
judge immunity from prosecution and thereby compel him to give testi- 
mony under oath, the Appellate Division which has plenary disciplinary 
control over attorneys, or its nominee, the Judicial Inquiry, should have 
the right to compel attorneys to give testimony so that the facts concern- 
ing their practices may be ascertained. What may now be done with 


respect to compelling the testimony of judges a fortiori should be per- 
mitted with respect to attorneys. 


The proposed legislation (draft of which is annexed) contemplates 
not only judicial inquiries but disciplinary proceedings as well. The 
function of the Justice presiding at a Judicial Inquiry is to hear the 
evidence and then to report his findings, together with his recommenda- 
tions to the Appellate Division. The prime object of a Judicial Inquiry 
is the ascertainment of all of the relevant facts. When that object has 
been achieved, the Appellate Division can properly decide whether dis- 
ciplinary proceedings are warranted. With the facts at hand, such pro- 
ceedings can be prosecuted with dispatch as well as with fairness. 

When the legislation proposed here is enacted, the grant of immunity 
under it would not render the witness immune from federal prosecution. 
This has been urged as an argument against the legislation. But the 
United States Supreme Court has recognized that this is constitutionally 
permissible (Knapp v. Schweitzer, 357 U. S. 371). The fact that New 
York State cannot grant immunity from. prosecution for federal crime 
is not a valid argument against this proposed legislation. If it were, then 
the more than fifty (50) provisions of this State, referred to above, 
vesting in other “competent authorities” the power to grant immunity 
should be repealed, for none of them can grant federal immunity. 
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Another curious argument advanced against the proposed legislation 
is that it would deprive an attorney of his constitutional privilege. The 
grant of immunity from prosecution to any witness does not constitute a 
deprivation of the privilege but is rather a recognition and ratification of 
that privilege. It is self-evident that, when a witness invokes his privilege 
and is upheld in that plea by the Court, his privilege has been affirmed. 
The plea is not negated later, if the witness is granted immunity from 
prosecution and compelled to testify even about self-incriminating matters, 
for his testimony can no longer be used to convict him. In sum, the wit- 
ness has gained all that the Constitution guarantees him—complete im- 
munity from prosecution for crime based upon his own testimony. 


When this legislation was proposed last year some legislators thought 
it unnecessary. They assumed that the main idea was to grant immunity 
to lawyers only; therefore, they argued, the legislation was not needed 
since the lawyer could be disbarred if he “took the Fifth Amendment.” 


The first assumption is false. The fact is that counsel for the 
Inquiry in order to obtain and present all of the facts would in some 
cases find it just as necessary to urge the Court to grant immunity to 
non-lawyer witnesses as well as to lawyers. If doctors, collision or tow- 
shop proprietors, insurance adjusters and brokers, public adjusters and 
chasers can be made to talk, the facts can be obtained from these in- 
dependent sources. In that way the main goal of the Inquiry can be 
accomplished. The fact that some non-lawyers gain immunity from 
criminal prosecution would seem of minor consequence. Hence, this 
legislation is needed and should be passed so that vital evidence may be 
gained from non-lawyer sources, as well as from the lawyers under 
scrutiny. 


The other argument advanced was that the legislation is not needed 
because a lawyer may be disbarred if he pleads the “Fifth Amendment.” 
Under existing judicial authority, the plea of the “Fifth Amendment” 
does not, ipso facto, result in the attorney’s discipline. Indeed, when an 
attorney invokes his privilege against self-incrimination, the Court must 
sustain his right to make that plea. (Matter of Kaffenburgh, 188 N. Y. 
49, 53; See also: Matter of Rouss, 221 N. Y. 81, 90-91; People ex rel. 
Karlin v. Culkin, 248 N. Y. 465, 471; Matter of Grae, 258 App. Div. 576, 
rev'd. 282 N. Y. 428, 433-435; Matter of Ellis, 258 App. Div. 558, 572, 
574, rev'd. 282 N. Y. 435; see also: Matter of Solovei, 250 App. Div. 
117, 121, aff'd. 276 N. Y. 647.) 


We believe, however, that there is a sound distinction in law between 
a lawyer’s invoking his constitutional privilege as to possible criminal 
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involvement and, at the same time, refusing to answer proper questions 
as to his professional conduct propounded by the Appellate Division. 
His refusal has a double effect. His plea of privilege must be sustained, 
with the result that no lawyer has to convict himself of crime out of his 
own mouth. But may a lawyer, at the same time, and as an officer of 
the court, immunize himself against disciplinary proceedings by refusing 
to answer pertinent questions relating to his professional activities? If 
he does so refuse, may he continue to be a lawyer? Is the duty of an 
attorney to be candid with the court less binding than the duty of a sub- 
way conductor or a school teacher to answer proper questions asked by 
their respective employers? (See: Lerner v. Casey, 357 U. S. 468; 
Beilan v. Board of Education of Philadelphia, 357 U. S. 399.) 

The issue of whether a lawyer may properly refuse to answer relevant 
interrogations by the Appellate Division concerning his professional con- 
duct, even when grounded upon the constitutional privilege, has never 
been squarely passed upon by the courts of this State. Accordingly, 
counsel for the Inquiry has instituted disciplinary proceedings against 
an attorney raising that precise question in the Appellate Division, Second 
Judicial Department. At this writing that case is sub judice. The con- 
stitutional question involved may ultimately reach the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 


Should we eventually prevail on that question, the need for immunity 
legislation would not be obviated. Since the Court is anxious to obtain 
the facts as to conditions at the Bar, for the purposes of proposing ap- 
propriate remedies, authority in the Court to grant immunity is im- 
perative. No facts would be made available to the Court in the event 
that an attorney should be disbarred for refusing to perform his duty 
of candor by answering pertinent questions. Only by granting immunity 
from prosecution to an attorney or other witness, could he be compelled 
to testify and the facts thus obtained. 

As noted, forty (40) attorneys involved in an enormous number of 
negligence cases have pleaded the privilege. 

If these forty (40) attorneys could have been granted immunity, 
thus requiring them to testify immediately and fully in the Judicial In- 
quiry, the facts so divulged could have been promptly transmitted to the 
Appellate Division with appropriate recommendations. As matters now 
stand, in the absence of the personal testimony of these forty (40) 
attorneys, hundreds, perhaps thousands, of other witnesses must be 
called to prove the selfsame facts, thus impeding and retarding the 
progress of the Inquiry. By the same token, absent the testimony of 
the other fifty (50) non-lawyer witnesses, who invoked their privilege, 
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the facts they could have divulged must now be gathered, at great cost 
of time, energy and money, from other independent sources. 

The legislation proposed here is of state-wide importance. Other 
investigations of identical or similar nature are now being conducted in 
Nassau and New York Counties and discussions of investigations in 
Buffalo, Queens and other counties are in progress. That such legislation 
would be of immeasurable aid to those investigative bodies, as well as 
others which will be organized for the same purpose, is self-evident. 

The Judicial Conference of the State of New York favors this pro- 
posed legislation. We believe that every Bar association, every lawyers’ 
organization, and every public-spirited group and individual in the State 
interested in the furtherance of the administration of justice should lend 
its support. 

This immunity legislation was sought at the last session of the 
Legislature. The bills reached the Rules Committee but were not re- 
ported out for a vote. (A. Int. 3582, A. Pr. 3697, Assemblyman 
Savarese, Queens ; S. Int. 2875, S. Pr. 3016, Senator Marchi, Richmond.) 
The legislation was opposed by attorneys and others from Kings County, 
directly or indirectly involved in this Judicial Inquiry. 

Similar bills will be introduced at the next session of the Legislature. 
We urge, in the public interest, in the interest of the Bench and the Bar, 
that they be promptly enacted into law. 

Dated: Brooklyn, New York, October 10, 1959. 

Denis M. Hurtey, 

Chief Counsel, Judicial Inquiry. 
Micuagt A. CAasTALpI, 

Chief Assistant Counsel. 
MICHAEL CaPutTo, 

Assistant Counsel. 


* * * 


STATEMENT OF MR. JUSTICE BAKER 
I am altogether convinced of the necessity of this proposed legislation. 
I urge its prompt passage. 
Dated: Brooklyn, New York, October 10, 1959. 


Epwarpb G. BAKER, 

Justice of *re Supreme Court, 
P\ esiding at the Additional 
Special Term, Kings County. 
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10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 


21. 


>ROVISIONS IN NEW YORK STATE CONSTITUTION 


. Ne. York State Constitution, Article 6, §9-a [6] [d]: In removal proceed- 


ings against a judicial officer, the Court on the Judiciary has the power to 
grant immunity. 


. New York State Constitution, Article 13, §3: No person offering a bribe 


to a public officer shall, upon prosecution of the public officer for receiving 
the bribe, be privileged from testifying but he shall not be liable to civil or 
criminal prosecution if he testifies to giving or offering of the bribe. 


. New York State Constitution, Article 13, §5: No person giving to a public 


officer a free pass, free transportation, franking privilege or discrimination 
in passenger, telegraph, or telephone rates, shall be privileged from testify- 
ing in relation thereto but he shall not be liable to civil or criminal prosecu- 
tion if he shall testify to the giving of the same. 


* * 7 


NEW YORK STATUTES 
(CoMPETENT AUTHORITIES) 


. Commissioner of Agriculture and Markets, his deputy, or other officer pre- 


siding at an investigation, hearing or inquiry. (Agriculture and Markets, 
§ 33.) 


. Superintendent of Banks, his deputy or an officer designated by him to con- 


duct an investigation. (Banking § 38(2).) 


. Superintendent of Public Works. (Canal, § 134(2).) 
. Commissioner of Conservation, his deputy or officer conducting an investiga- 


tion, inquiry or hearing. (Conservation, § 8(4).) 


. State Commission Against Discrimination or officer designated by a Com- 


missioner to conduct an investigation or hearing, or an individual Commis- 
sioner. (Executive, § 295(7).) 

State Lottery Control Commission, a member thereof or an officer designated 
by the Commission to conduct an investigation or hearing. (Executive 
§ 435(g).) 

(a) Attorney General, his deputy or other officer designated by him; (b) 
Grand Jury, Court or Magistrate. (Gen. Business, § 345.) 

(a) Attorney General, his deputy or other officer designated by him; (b) 
Grand Jury, Court or Magistrate. (General Business, § 359.) 
Superintendent of Insurance, his deputy or other officer conducting a hear- 
ing, cause or proceeding. (Insurance, § 25.) 

State Labor Relations Board, a member thereof, or an officer designated by 
the Board to conduct an investigation or heairng. (Labor, § 708(4).) 

(a) Joint Legislative Committee; (b) Grand Jury, Magisrate or Court. 
(Penal, § 381(2).) 

(a) Joint Legislative Committee; (b) Grand Jury, Magistrate or Court. 
(Penal, § 584.) 

Public Service Commission, a Commissioner, or officer conducting an inves- 
tigation, hearing or inquiry. (Public Service, § 20(2).) 

(a) Secretary of State, his deputy or other officer conducting an investiga- 
tion; (b) Grand Jury, Magistrate or Court. (Real Property, § 442-e(7).) 
(a) The Common Council of a second class city or an officer of committee 
thereof; (b) Grand Jury, Magistrate or Court. (Second Class Cities, § 243.) 
New York Port Authority, a Commissioner or an officer conducting a hearing, 
investigation or inquiry. (Unconsolidated, § 6464(2).) 


. Waterfront Commission. (Unconsolidated, § 6700-tt-2(5).) 


Temporary State Commission of Investigation. (Unconsolidated, § 7057.) 
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22. Temporary State Housing Rent Commission or an officer designated by the 
Commission to conduct an investigation or hearing. (Unconsolidated, 


§ 8586(7).) 


23-31. In nine (9) types of civil proceedings, the Court is deemed a competent 
authority. (C.P.A. §§ 789, 1219; Debtor & Creditor §§ 4(5) ; 16(2) ; Election 
§ 334(5); General Corporation §§131, 170(2); Justice Court Act § 486; 
Penal § 2443.) 


32-52. In twenty-one (21) types of criminal proceedings, the Court, Grand Jury 
and Magistrate are deemed competent authorities. 
(Indian § 60(2) ; Penal §§ 81-a, 166, 380(3), 395, 439(2), 671(2), 713, 737(2), 


770(2), 696(1), 1200, 1256, 1435(9), 1472, 1716, 1787(3), 1906 (3), 2038, 
2052(2), 2097.) 


* * * 


STATE OF NEW YORK 


Aw Act 


To amend the judiciary law and the penal law, in relation to the creation 
of the power to grant immunity by a court or referee in a disciplinary 
proceeding or in a preliminary investigation into alleged professional 
misconduct of attorneys and counsellors-at-law. 


The People of the State of New York, represented in Senate and 
Assembly, do enact as follows: 


Section 1. Section ninety of the judiciary law is hereby amended by 
adding thereto a new subdivision, to be subdivision eleven, to read as 
follows : 


11. In a disciplinary proceeding before any court or referee or upon 
a preliminary investigation before any court or referee under this section, 
the court or referee may confer immunity in accordance with the provi- 
sions of section two thousand four hundred forty-seven of the penal 
law; provided, however, that no immunity shall be conferred except upon 
twenty-four hours prior written notice to the appropriate district at- 
torney having an official interest therein. 


§ 2. Subdivision three of section two thousand four hundred forty- 
seven of the penal law is hereby amended by adding thereto a new para- 
graph, to be paragraph (f), to read as follows: 

(f) the court or referee before whom a person is called to answer 
questions or produce evidence in a disciplinary proceeding or upon a 
preliminary investigation before any court or referee under section ninety 
of the judiciary law, upon twenty-four hours prior written notice to the 
appropriate district attorney having an official interest therein. 


§ 3. This act shall take effect immediately. 
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These observations on the various 
European Courts as seen through 
the eyes of the General Clerk and 
Admunistrative Director, Supreme 
Court, Kings County, make very in- 
teresting and informative reading. 





Informal Report on Visits to the 
Various European Courts 


—by JAMES V. MANGANO 


In Two Parts—Part Two 


VI—THE ENGLISH SYSTEM AND THE COMMON LAW 


On the 13th of July, as the guest of Mr. Fell, the Chief Clerk of the 
List of Causes of the Queen’s Bench of Great Britain, I visited the civil 
courts of England in London. The building that I visited, by virtue of its 
Gothic architecture, would cause any person unfamiliar with the structure 
to believe that he would be entering a cathedral. Once again any stranger 
cannot help but to be impressed with the architectural splendor of the 
buildings and the magnificence of the portraits and the marble statues 
that adorn the entire building and its beautiful corridors. Of all of the 
magnificient statues of the great men of the common law, the one that 
is most impressive is probably the six and one-half foot statue of Sir 
William Blackstone which was donated in 1924 by the American Bar 
Association on the occasion of its first convention held in London. All 
American lawyers will recall that on the second convention, held in 
London in 1957, the American Bar Association dedicated a monument to 
our British brethren. This monument appropriately located on the Plains 
of Runnymede where on June 15, 1215 King John was compelled by his 
barons to sign Magna Charta, is a deserved tribute paid by all American 
lawyers to the rule of law that prevails under the common law system. 


Any person associated with either the English or American system 
of administration of justice will sense the strong imprint of history in the 
dignified and solemn administration of the English courts. Any chief 
clerk will want to read with interest the notices contained in the large 
stand with glass enclosure which is located in the center of the foyer of 
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the courthouse. The enclosure contains the day’s calendars, chancery 
master’s notices, probate, divorce, admiralty and Queen’s Bench daily 
causes and other notices of interest to the Bar. There is also a separate 
section devoted to matters dealing with criminal appeals and matters being 
heard before the Queen’s Bench. I was very interested to hear that 
matters such as preliminary motions and the initial scrutinizing of plead- 
ings and other necessary documents which are necessary to the trial of 
causes are initially examined by Masters. 


Surely it would be pretentious within the confines of a very brief 
report to endeavor even to summarize the English legal system. Suffice 
it to say that in addition to the office of the Attorney General and the 
Solicitor General there is in England a Director of Public Prosecution 
whose office functions in a manner comparable to that of our various 
U. S. attorneys. It is this office that commences all criminal proceedings 
on behalf of the crown. The chief judicial officers in England consist 
of the Lord Chancellor, who is the titular head of the legal profession, 
the Lord Chief Justice, who is the President of the Court of Criminal 
Appeal and the King’s Bench Division of the Judiciary, and the Master 
of the Rolls, who is the virtual head of the Court of Appeal. These 
officers are appointed by the Queen on the advice of the Prime Minister. 
The Queen, on the advice of the Lord Chancellor, appoints nine law 
justices who sit on the Court of Appeal and the forty-one judges and 
sixty county court judges that comprise the English judiciary. It is 
interesting to note that the nine law justices must be barristers of fifteen 
years standing. The independence of the judiciary in England is shown 
by the fact that they can be removed only by the Queen for grave mis- 
conduct. Their independence is further shown by the fact that they 
cannot be made parties to any legal proceeding in respect to any activity 
done by them within their jurisdiction. 


Persons interested in the administration of justice and problems of 
calendar control will be immediately struck by the fact that England con- 
tains fewer judges to population than almost any other country. Lawyers 
not familiar with the English legal profession will be interested to know 
that in England the Bar consists of two categories, that is, solicitors and 
barristers. A solicitor gives legal advice and represents clients in the 
lower courts and also engages and instructs barristers in the higher courts. 
It is the solicitor that drafts deeds and other legal documents. This por- 
tion of the legal profession is supervised by the Law Society of England. 


The barrister on the other hand advises individuals, firms and cor- 
porations on highly technical legal problems. It is he, the barrister, that 
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prepares legal pleadings which precede the more important legal suits in 
the higher courts and it is he that actually pleads and tries cases in such 
courts. In order to be a barrister a person must be a member of one 
of the “Inns of Court”. The four Inns of Court are Gray’s Inn, 
Lincoln’s Inn, Inner Temple and Middle Temple. In order to become 
a barrister the student studies in the “chambers” of a practicing barrister 
and after being a “junior counsellor” is ultimately “called to the bar” by 
the “benchers” of the various Inns. The “benchers” are really senior 
members of the Inn. 


Even in a very short stay and in a very cursory study of the ad- 
ministration of English justice one can see the importance of tradition 
and the part that it has played in the shaping of the substantive and the 
procedural law of England and the actual administration of the courts. 
The importance of seniority cannot be overemphasized nor can the 
respect that the junior holds for his seniors. It would be perfectly true 
to say that whether we deal with clerks, solicitors, barristers or the 
jurists themselves, among each group its members are acutely aware of 
the fact that they are “first among equals”. 


VII—CONCLUSION 


It is clear that whether we start with the Roman system, upon which 
is founded the legal system of so many countries, or the common law, 
upon which is founded the English and American legal systems, we deal 
with two highly developed systems of law with a single goal. The goal is 
always the attainment of justice in individual cases and the discovery of 
the truth in all disputed factual issues. Whether the case is started by 
obtaining of a writ or the drafting of a petition, the purpose is always to 
state the cause of action upon which the plaintiff wishes to recover and 
to obtain agreement upon as many issues as possible so that the disputed 
matters may be as few as possible. Although the manner of achieving 
these ends may differ in these world systems of law, both have developed 
a procedure for the purpose of endeavoring to limit the issues that must 
be tried by their respective tribunals or trial courts. 


Anyone who walks the streets of Rome, Paris and London, where he 
sees bicycles, scooters, motorcycles, small European cars, American cars 
and horse-drawn vehicles, will wonder how it is possible that half of 
the population is not in court daily as parties or witnesses in negligence 
cases. Actually it seems that it is only in the United States that special 
problems have been created by the automobile, leading to calendar conges- 
tion problems in the trial of motor vehicle cases and leading to an in- 
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formal yet separate segment of the Bar specializing in “negligence cases”. 
Were the American problems to have been faced by European courts it 
is fair to assume that probably a special court would have been created 
to cope with the special problems of pleading and proof that are in- 
herent in the trial of automobile negligence cases. 


Although it is difficult and perhaps inappropriate within the con- 
fines of a short and informal report to set forth all of the impressions and 
observations that were made during the tour of France, Italy and England, 
perhaps one observation is worthy of repetition: that is the great 
respect enjoyed by judges, lawyers and all persons associated with the 
administration of justice. Although the legislative and executive 
branches of the government may be subject to sharp criticism and attack 


concerning the many problems of the day, decisions of the courts are to 
be respected and obeyed. 


Normally in countries where people enjoy the rights of free citizens 
it is the judiciary that is regarded as the branch of government that 
stands for justice, law and order. Prime Ministers may change and 
parties in power may be voted out of office. Nevertheless the courts 


always administer the law of the land impersonally, without partiality or 
favor. 


In the light of my visits to the European courts, I would be pre- 
sumptuous, at this time, to recommend any basic changes in the ad- 
ministration of this court. We have made great progress over the years 
and shall continue to do so, bearing in mind the basic rights of individuals. 
We have maintained a great degree of efficiency within our democratic 
form of government, ever mindful to seek better procedures to protect our 
citizens. Our personnel is of the highest type, whose training is equal to, 
if not better than, that of any European court. 


At this point I might interject the thought, perhaps, for the mutual 
exchange of court personnel between our courts and those of other 
countries. Calendar congestion in Kings County finds its counterpart in 
other states, as well as in London or Rome. How these jurisdictions 
solve these problems is of great interest to us. A more intensive study 
should be made than I have been able to do. To that end, in conjunction 
with the Bar Associations, committees should be appointed to survey, 
examine and report their recommendations. 


In view of the tremendous respect manifested by Europeans towards 
their courts, I believe it would be in order for me to suggest that our 
educational facilities be expanded. The study of civics and American 
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Government, presently taught in our elementary and secondary schools, 
should be broadened to include field trips to our courts. While attend- 
ing sessions of courts, the students would have the opportunity of observ- 
ing the actual operation of the administration of justice. To attend a 
formal opening of the court; to see a jury empaneled; to watch the oath 
being administered to a witness; to follow the examination and cross- 
examination of the witnesses to ascertain the truth; to comprehend the 
opening statements and summations to the jury; to follow the instructions 
and charge of the Court to the jury and the rendition of a verdict in an 
atmosphere of dignity and reverance, must inculcate respect for our 
courts and our system of jurisprudence with its attendant protection of 
the rights of man. I would also suggest that other groups, such as the 
law students, civic, patriotic, veteran, jurors, parent-teacher, boy scouts, 
girl scouts, and fraternal organizations, be invited to visit the courts so 
they may actually see the court function. The result would be the 
American people would have a better and deeper understanding of our 
great American court system, based on justice for all without regard 
for color, race or creed, and the protection of the innocent. 
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Court Street Echoes —by MAXINE K. DUBERSTEIN 


DIET DELIGHT 


Even tho’ we’ve known Judge Dominic S. Rinaldi (and his good 
wife, good lawyer, Sydelle) for some years, we still hesitated to ap- 
proach him about a subject some folks consider quite personal and 
confidential. We took a deep breath, looked him in the eye, and said, 
“Judge, you look svelte, please tell me how you lost those 30 pounds.” 


“Don’t do it my way”, said grinning Judge Rinaldi, “I was hospitalized 
this summer—dieting would have been easier.” 


*~ * * 
PROFESSOR, IF YOU PLEASE 
Counsellor—Editor—and now, ProFessor Louis E. Schwartz! 


Dean Daniel Gutman of The New York Law School has announced 
Lou’s appointment to the faculty as professor of law. 


* * * 


ORDER IN THE COURT 


As the retiring-President of The Protestant Lawyers Association of 
Brooklyn, State Lottery Commissioner Richards W. Hannah had the 
honor of serving as installing officer for the organizations new slate. 


We're told that on behalf of the membership, he presented a gavel to 
the new President. 


Now Dick, what’s Past-President of The B. B. A. and L. I. Police 
Judge, George C. Wildermuth going to do with another gavel—unless 
he’s going to turn one back to you, one of these days. 


* . * 
PLEASED TO MEET YOU 


An innovation at our monthly meetings by Gladys M. Dorman as 
Chairman of The Committee on Reception of New Members—a bio- 
graphical sketch precedes each introduction from the platform. 


We enjoyed the presentation of John Moore, “It took us a long 
time, but we finally got you.” Mr. Moore was admitted in 1912. 
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And with so many Brooklynites curious about Albany, we found it 
interesting to hear that new member Father William Cahill, acting-Dean 
of St. Johns Law School, spent his early days in the Albany diocese. 


“MORE THAN MONEY” : 

The Court-appointed defense counsel for Col. Abel, convicted of 
conspiracy to commit espionage in this country and sentenced to thirty 
years in prison, donated his $10,000 fee to three American universities. 

“It is my belief that in a land of plenty, such as the United States, 
the most effective means of combating totalitarianism lies in the further- 
ance of sound moral training and a true understanding of justice under 
law,” reads the affidavit on file in the United States District Court in 
Brooklyn. “In that belief, I wish to donate the $10,000 . . .” And 
then checks were written in the amount of $5,000 payable to Fordham 
University and $2,500 to Harvard Law School, the counselor’s schools and 
$2,500 to Columbia Law School, the alma mater of his two assistants in 
the case. 

To further quote this attorney, the remarkable James B. Donovan, 
“There is more to the practice of law than making money.” 


The following is a suggested form of bequest 


to Tue Inpustria, HomMeE ror THE BLIND: 


I give and bequeath to Tue InpustriaL Home 
FOR THE Buinp, 57 Willoughby Street, Brooklyn 


1, New York, the sum of 


dollars to be used for its general purposes. 
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Panorama of Legal Publications 


—by THEODORE PEARLE, Editor 


ABORTION 


Should abortion be authorized on the ground of substantial risk that 
the child if born would suffer from grave physical or mental defect? 
Should abortion be authorized where pregnancy resulted from forceful 
rape or incest? The Rev. Joseph T. Tinnelly, C. M., former Dean of 
St. John’s Law School presents a challenging editorial of interest to 
lawyers, judges and legal educators in “The Catholic Lawyer”, Vol. 5, 
No. 3 (Summer 1959), pages 187-191, entitled “Abortion And Penal 
Law.” Disturbed at the failure of the American Law Institute “to 
provide for adequate consideration of the inter-relationship of law, 
morality and the public welfare particularly as they pertain to the justifica- 
tion of abortion under the Model Penal Code”, he appeals for the sub- 
mission of constructive suggestions from those qualified lawyers, in- 
dividuals or groups “who disagree in whole or in part with the basic 
philosophy or the phraseology” of the Code. 

The attention of our readers is called to the announcement by Rev. 
Tinnelly that detailed, documented studies of major morality problems 
presented by the Model Penal Code may be found in future issues of 
“The Catholic Lawyer.” (Editor's Note: Copies of this publication are 
available in the Brooklyn Bar Association Law Library.) 


* * * 


CONFLICT OF INTERESTS 


A scholarly essay entitled “Conflicts Of Interest Situations And 
Remedies” by Ralph Eisenberg, Assistant Professor of Political Science, 
University of South Carolina, appears in “Rutgers Law Review’, Vol. 
XIII (Summer 1959), No. 4, pages 666-700. Concerning itself in the 
main with the ascertainment of the “good behavior” of public servants, it 
should be enjoyed by lawyers, government officials, legislators and the 
public at large. 

The major spheres of interest-conflict examined by the author in- 
clude: (a) acceptance by public officials of compensation from private 
sources for government related services; (b) situations arising from 
persons formerly in government employment whose subsequent private 
activities involve representation before government agencies, particularly 
among the regulatory agencies; (c) analysis of the principle that public 
officials should have no personal interest in the business transactions con- 
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ducted by them; (d) conflict areas revolving about the disclosure or use 
of confidential information by public officials for their own personal 
gain; (e) and specific situations applicable to legislators and legislative 
employees. 

* * * 


JET AIR TRAVEL 


With the apparent acceptance of commercial jet planes as the modern 
mode of travel, a variety of medico-legal problems may be examined in a 
recent article, entitled “Medical Hazards of Jet Air Travel” appearing in 
“Current Medicine For Attorneys’ (September, 1959), Vol. VI, No. 25, 
pages 33-38. Among the interesting questions discussed are the follow- 
ing: the effect of hearing trauma on jet plane personnel and upon persons 
boarding and alighting from such planes; the relation of heart strain to 
the “greater thrust of acceleration”; the aggravation of pre-existing lung 
and other ailments. 

Of particular interest to lawyers is the treatment by the author of 
the relation between traumatic neurosis and psychosomatic injury; jets as 
disease spreaders; poisoning from aviation chemicals; and health 
standards for jet pilots. Other topics include the physiology of respira- 
tion; effects of decompression; and the use of oxygen equipment with 
emphasis on such incidents as the physiological effects of altitude on 
sudden decompression; exposure to cold; otitic barotrauma; expansion 
of gases and emergency procedures by operational and cabin staff. 


* * * 


LAWYERS’ INCOME 


“Take-Home Pay and What Can Be Done About It”, by Frederic 
Sammond of the Milwaukee Bar, is a concise analysis of legal economics 
published in “The Wisconsin Bar Bulletin”, Vol. 32, No. 4 (August, 
1959), pages 23-28. Among other pertinent queries, the author poses the 
question “What have doctors got that lawyers haven’t got (besides 
nurses) ?” and submits some interesting answers in the form of statistics 
furnished by the American Bar Association Committee on Economics. 


The present article is concerned primarily with remedies which may 
be pursed collectively by the organized Bar rather than individual 
economies, tax savings or law office improvement. Thus, the author ex- 
plores the areas of the minimum fee schedule; the role of national, state 
and local Bar associations in the field of unlawful practice; the ad- 
visability of increasing Bar admission restrictions ; and the importance of 
professional specialization. 
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Advance Sheet Quiz _4, x. rreperick Gross 


1. Is girl employee, injured by a fall when applying lipstick, during 
lunch hour, entitled to compensation, on theory that it was for her self- 
esteem and allowed her to concentrate on work efficiently? 


Yes ( ) No ( ) 


2. Where will gave remainder of trust to “children” of life tenants, 
is child of deceased child of one of the life beneficiaries entitled to share 
of remainder? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


3. Does wind insurance cover food spoiled in freezer, windstorm 
having broken power line? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


4. Where settlor of inter-vivos trust, which left remainder to “issue” 
of settlor, may his adopted child share in remainder? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


5. Is Transit Authority liable in negligence for death of woman of 
a heart attack in a crowded subway stalled between stations? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


6. Is horse owner liable where horse put his head over School Board 
fence and bit boy’s ear, owner being required to own fence to contain 
horse? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


7. Is indeterminate sentence of 55 years, defendant being 29 years 
old, excessive as definitely a life sentence? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


8. Is U. S. entitled post-bankruptcy interest and penalties, it having 
properly filed tax liens, prior to bankruptcy petition? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


9. Is tire manufacturer liable in wrongful death action for death of 
car owner who purchased tire represented as blowout proof, and defective 
tire blew out violently? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


10. Does maintenance of milk vending machine at a gas station violate 
ordinance providing that no business shall be conducted outside of a 
building ? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


(Answers at page 60) 
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REPORT OF HOUSE COMMITTEE 
To the Members of the Brooklyn Bar Association: 


The House Committee is happy to report to the membership of the 
Brooklyn Bar Association that a plan of many years has been fulfilled, 
and we may now boast that our library has attained the Class A 
rating which has been so ardently desired in the past. The recent pur- 
chase of the Southern and Southwestern reports completes our National 
Reporter System. Our members will no longer have to supplement their 
research by using the facilities of other libraries. This is a culmination 
of a concerted and continuous desire by the House Committees over the 
past to strive to the attainment of this goal. The members of the Associa- 
tion, too, are to be congratulated for only by reason of their loyal and 
whole-hearted support of the activities of the Association and their in- 
terest in its continued growth has this been made possible. 

These new books together with the necessary citators have not as yet 
been placed in the library. They are in the possession of the Association 
and as soon as rearrangements of the library can be completed and neces- 
sary additional shelving obtained, they will be available for use. 

In addition to the completion of the National Reporter System, the 
Committee reports the acquisition of the following new volumes: 

Proof of Facts, Annotated, Lawyers Co-operative Publishing Co., 
18 Voi., 1959, Vol. 1 published ; 

New York Jurisprudence, Annotated, Lawyers Co-operative 
Publishing Co., 50 Vols., 1959, Vols. 1 to 7 published. 


The building itself is in good and sound condition and your Com- 
mittee will report further on suggested changes, having in mind the 
comfort and convenience of the members, at a future date on their 
suggestions as to possible further improvements thereof. 

Respectfully submitted, 
J. Courtney McGroarty, 
Chairman, House Committee. 


Answers to Advance Sheet Quiz 


1. YES—324 S.W. 2d 755 6. NO —96 N.W. 2d 821 

2. NO —6N.Y. 2d 477 7. YES—186 N.Y.S. 2d 161 
3. YES—96 N.W. 2d 880 8. NO —269 F. 2d 719 

4. YES—190 N.Y.S. 2d 584 9. YES—269 F. 2d 501 

5. NO —159 N.E. 2d 91 10. YES—190 N.Y.S. 2d 539 
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Book Notes —ALFRED J. RANIERI, Editor 


INTERNATIONAL LAWYERS CONVENTION IN ISRAEL—1958 
—JERUSALEM, pp. 360, 1959. 


This fascinating volume records the proceedings of the International 
Lawyers Convention In Israel, which was held at the Hebrew University’s 
Wise Auditorium in Jerusalem from August 17 to 20, 1958. It is a 
lively, instructive, and rewarding publication of several learned discourses 
which were delivered by scholars on sundry Jewish-Israeli legal concepts, 
the growth of constitutional government in Malaya, the permeating in- 
fluences of the English Common Law in the diurnal operations of Israel’s 
emerging jurisprudential system, and the varieties of curricular offerings 
our law schools should adopt in this atomic era. 


Erudite, didactic and profound papers were distributed and read on 
such far-reaching topics as the spirit of Israeli law, the evolution of 
social and labor legislation and decisional tendencies in labor litigation 
during the first decade of statehood, constitutional and administrative 
trends in a state which has yet to formulate a written constitution, the 
protection of basic civil and individual rights of the Israeli citizen, the 
nature of the historically inveterate and highly cumbersome law of per- 
sonal status, testamentary dispositions under Jewish and Israeli codes, and 
the wide-ranging legal theories behind currency control, investment op- 
portunities and taxation conundrums in Israel from 1948 to 1958. 


After reading this minutely detailed, brilliantly incisive and panorami- 
cally ideational thesaurus of Israeli legal epistemology, the reader may be 
entitled to a presumption of infallability and ommiscience vis-a-vis the 
challenging, inventive and vibrant legal structure of a newly established 
democratic nation in the Middle East. Myriad visiting lawyers and 
jurists at the convention were most ebullient and enthusiastic in their 
veneration of the Israelis for their possession of ineluctable rational, 
empirical and commensensical faculties in adapting an outmoded and 
quaint body of law to the needs, wants and necessities of a contemporary 
libertarian community. The last Chief Justice of Palestine, Sir William 
Fitzgerald, epitomized these sentiments most condignly and sagaciously in 
his superb address on “A Review of The Development of Law In 
Israel.” He especially commended the members of the Knesset (Parlia- 
ment) for enacting a law making it discretionary for all Israeli courts 
whether to be bound by the weight of precedent. 
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This convention, it should be parenthetically noted, was one in a 
series of events and celebrations commemorating the tenth anniversary 


of the setting up of the state of Israel under the aegis of the United 
Nations resolution. 


Many distinguished Americans were invited to participate in these 
deliberative sessions. Among those who contributed their talents and 
thoughts to the glowing success of the convention were Prof. David F. 
Cavers of Harvard Law School, Appellate Division Justice Philip Halpern 
of Buffalo, N. Y., Harry Fins of Chicago, Prof. Michael Cardozo of 
Cornell Law School, Supreme Court Justice Mathew Levy of New York, 
Louis Henkin of Philadelphia, Irving Eisenberg of Chicago, former As- 
sistant Attorney General Harold Wilkenfeld, and Judge Louis Levinthal 
of the Court of Common Pleas of Philadelphia. Some of the most 
prominent and revered occupants of the Bench and Bar of England, 
France, Argentina, Australia, South Africa, Italy and Germany registered 
for this conclave and made notable contributions to the spirited discus- 
sions on the similarities, differences and interactions of diverse legal 
precepts within the framework of the English Common Law, the 
European Civil Law, and the previously discordant Israeli conglomeration 
of Ottoman, British and statutory rules. 


Dean Zelman Cowen of Melbourne University, Australia, painstakingly 
traced the emergence of the governmental apparatus and constitutional 
context of the autonomous Federation of Malaya in a documented, thirty 
page account which reflected gifts of legal discernment, literary grace and 
intellectual perceptivity. Students of political science could derive much 
valuable benefit from Dean Cowen’s delineation of the unique features 
of Malaya’s practices and schemata in the vortex of federalism. 


Legal savants with an affinity for the interplay between recent Israeli 
legislative-judicial determinations and the continuing impact of English 
Common Law and Equity in that country in such areas as specific per- 
formance, trusts, criminal law, evidence and torts, will find the exhaustive 
commentaries of Judge Henry E. Baker of the District Court of Jerusalem 
and former State Attorney of Israel Ervin Shimron veritable chefs 
d’oeuvre of insightful thinking, unmistakable clarity and argumentative 
analysis. 


I recommend these classic essays to all lawyers and students of 
legal phenomena who are vitally concerned with the progress of the state 
of Israel both as a bastion of freedom in the Middle East and as a 
cynosure for the propagation of traditional wisdom within the confines of 
modern living. This book clearly demonstrates why Israel is referred to 
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as a functioning laboratory engaged in the process of experimenting for 
the uplift, regeneration and achievement of her entire region which is still 
languishing within the chains of medieval feudalism. 


Reviewed by SAMUEL ABRAHAMS. 


* * * 
WILLS, by Louis A. Kass, Gould Publications, pp. 52. 


The author describes his work as “A Consise Review of The New 
York Law”, and certainly fifty-two pages must indeed, be just that. 

To be used as part of a bar review course this booklet is a bold outline 
of the law of Wills, with annotations. As such it primarily illuminates 
the broad, basic principles. 


However, its worth as a reference manual is not to be discounted. 
A thorough table of contents points the way to the answers of problems 
which may temporarily dog the busy lawyer. Not only will the solution 
very likely be found but the speed with which the reader is served is 
gratifying. 

The student’s universal method of emphasizing a point by ample 


underlining and capitalizing strikes the eye and makes each point 
abundantly clear. 


Will construction and the general rules used is discussed quite suc- 
cinctly. Also included is a distribution of estates chart. 


Reviewed by ALFRED J. RANIERI. 


LAWYERS CRUISE CONFERENCE 
February 12-22, 1960 


Benjamin R. Raphael, Chairman, Francis M. Verrilli, Vice-Chairman 
and Allen R. Taft, Treasurer, announce that plans are going full speed 
ahead for the First Annual Cruise Conference of our Association. The 
present arrangements are for airplane flight on February 12, 1960 to 
Nassau or Kingston and Jamaica or both, with hotel accommodations at 
first class hotels, modified American plan, and return airflight on February 
22, 1960. Functions with local bar associations and members of local 
governments and judiciary are planned as well as meetings and symposiums 
of our own Association. 

Since the number of accommodations are limited and they will be 
allotted on a “First Come, First Served” basis, you are urged to make your 
reservations or inquiries immediately to Benjamin R. Raphael, c/o Brook- 
lyn Bar Association, 123 Remsen Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 


BROOKLYN BARRISTER 63 








New Members 


The Committee on Admissions of which Mr. John H. Schmid is 
Chairman has received the following applications for membership pub- 
lished pursuant to Art. II, Sec. 2, of the By-Laws: 


Active: 


George N. Doddato, 2833 Church Ave., Brooklyn 26, New York. 
Samuel M. Halperin, 32 Court St., Brooklyn 1, New York. 
David E. Krueger, 100 Pierrepont St., Brooklyn 1, New York. 
Paul Meyrowitz, 277 Broadway, New York 7, New York. 
Zelda Held, 152 West 42nd St., New York 36, New York. 


Junior: 


Robert Quentin Carver, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 1, New York. 
Cyrus C. Derby, 33 Lincoln Road, Brooklyn 25, New York. 
Lawrence Melvin Greebel, 116 Nassau St., New York 38, New York. 


PROPOSE A FRIEND FOR MEMBERSHIP 
IN THE ASSOCIATION 


Active Membership ........ccccccccssccesccsscccces $35. per year 
Active Membership up to 10 years in practice .......... $20. per year 
Junior Membership, first 5 years of practice ........... $10. per year 


All facilities, including use of law library, available to all members. 


26 COURT STREET is where you will find 


COMPLETE BANKING SERVICES 
FOR BUSINESS AND THE INDIVIDUAL 


INDUSTRIAL 


BANK OF COMMERCE 
26 COURT STREET, BROOKLYN, N. Y., MAin 4-6500 


CHARLES J. O’DONNELL, Vice President 
MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 
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Speaking of Assets 


The Asset we value most highly is our friendly 
relationship with the legal profession—its confi- 
dence in our judgment, experience and solidity. 

Our material assets are practical reinsurance 
of that confidence along with our reputation for 
promptness in disposition or defense of claims 
adverse to the title as insured. 


THE 
TITLE GUARANTEE 


COMPANY 


CHARTERED IN NEW YORK STATE IN 1883 


KINGS 186 REMSEN STREET, WOrth 4-1000 


TITLE INSURANCE THROUGHOUT NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, CONNECTICUT, 
MASSACHUSETTS, MAINE, NEW HAMPSHIRE, VERMONT AND GEORGIA. 


and other states through qualified insurers 





“Tl discuss 
this with 
Home Title. .?’ 


A regular working relationship between an attorney 
and Home Title counsel can simplify title problems 


€. icut, 

and d states, the South, Midwest, Utah, Canada and Puerto Rico. The 

Company also has facilities to provide title insurance for its customers im other parts 
of the United States. 


51 Wittoucusy Street, Brooxtyn 1, N. Y. 
Telephone: TRiangle 5-4800 § 
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